I00                               LUXURY.

The objections to luxury may be stated either with
reference to the individual or with reference to the
society. That is to say, that if we consider a man
by himself, we may ask with Johnson, whether ex-
penditure upon pickles is injurious to the constitution,
or at what point it becomes injurious. And, in the
next place, we may ask whether, if we see our way
to decide that pickles are wholesome as well as agree-
able, some of us may not be getting more than our
fair share of pickles, and so diminishing the total sum
of pleasure, by inordinate consumption. First, then,
I discard, for the moment, all social considerations.
I take for granted, for the sake of argument, that my
indulgence does no harm to any one else; that I am
not depriving others of a means of enjoyment, but
simply adding to my own ; or, at any rate, that I am
not, for the moment, to take into account that set of
consequences. How far, on this hypothesis, or, say,
setting aside all question of duty to my neighbour,
should I be prudent in accumulating wealth ? I
sometimes amuse myself with the problem, How rich
should I like to be, supposing that I were perfectly
wise in that sense in which wisdom is compatible
with thorough-going egoism, or with what is called
enlightened self-interest? The obvious answer is
that, in that case, there would be no limits to my
desires. An imaginative American, we are told, de-